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[Title: An electronic circuit system named Mobile 
Safety Communication (MSC) device 
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vehicle 



RESPONSE to 

Ex Parte Quayle Action 

dated 01/13/2005 



Patent Examiner: 
Christine M. Behncke 



Commissioner for Patent 
19 llPOBox 1450 

Alexandria, VA 223 13-1450 



I Dear Sirs/Madams: 

In response to an office Action from Examiner Christine M. Behncke dated 
01/13/2005, dealing with formal matters, our responses are as follows: 

/// 
/// 
/// 
/// 
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Responding to items in 01/13/2005 Office Action: 

I - 6: No need to respond. 

7. Applicant agreed with Examiner's statement that Figures 1, 2, and 3 should be designate as 
- Prior Art -. Replacement sheets for said 3 figures are attached herein. 

8. No new action is needed, since element 697 was already taken out in the replacement 
drawings submitted by Applicant's 10/12/2004 Response. 

9. Elements 612 and 620, referring to alternative positions on the windshield, as opposed to 
positions 608, 610 and 614. However, elements 612 and 620 can be removed, as per 
Examiner's objection. Replacement sheet for Figure 8 is attached herein. 

10. Many parts or elements described in Specification are not exhaustively reflected in the 
dravdng figures. This is very commonly found on many patents and patent applications. 
The fact that Figure 21 has no element 777 in it does not affect current application's 
"enablement" level or other required disclosure. In fact, at line 21, page 31, the 
explanation, as pointed out by Examiner, on Figure 21 was about "USB host outlet of 
MSG" connection. Applicant wrote other "host outlets" many times in the application 
without giving them nimibers. 

Applicant submits that no change is needed with regard to Figure 21. 

I I .Applicant agreed with Examiner's Objection and attached herein a replacement sheet for 
Figure 22, adding elements 842 and 844 as per the description in Specification. 

12. No need to respond. 

/// 
/// 
/// 
/// 
/// 
/// 
/// 
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With the foregoing amendments, it is submitted that the present application is in 
condition for issuance, and such action is requested. 



Dated: March 7, 2005 



Respectfully, 

By: 

Jen-Feng (Jeff) Lee 
Attorney for Applicant 
Tel: 626-810-7200 
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